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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to Applicant's Application for Patents filed July 
20, 2005. 

Claims 1-8 are cancelled by preliminary amendment. 
Claims 9-23 are newly presented and herein considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 13, 14, 20 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 13 and 14 recite the limitation "the egress node." There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 20 and 22 recite the limitation "the ingress node." There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
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351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 9-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
United States Patent Application Publication 2002/0194369 A1 to Rawlins et al. 

As per claim 9, Rawlins teaches a method for restricting traffic in a packet- 
oriented network having a plurality of links, the method comprising: performing an 
authorization check relating to each link via which a group of data packets of a flow is 
transmitted over the network (par 40), wherein the group of data packets enters into the 
network at an ingress node (par 40; fig 4), wherein the authorization check is performed 
by means of a limit value for the entire traffic which enters at the ingress node and is 
routed via the link (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67; fig 4). 

As per claim 10, Rawlins teaches wherein the transmission of the group of data 
packets is not authorized if the authorization of the transmission would lead to traffic on 
the link exceeding the limit value (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 11, Rawlins teaches wherein two authorization checks relating to 
the link are performed (par 40), wherein a first authorization check corresponding to 
claim 9 is performed (par 40), wherein a second authorization check is performed in 
which an authorization check relating to the link is performed for the group of data 
packets (par 40), wherein the group of data packets leaves the network at an egress 
node (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4), wherein the second authorization check is 
performed by means of a further limit value for the entire traffic which leaves the 
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network via the egress node and is routed via the link (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4), 
and wherein the transmission of the group of data packets is not authorized if an 
authorization of the transmission would lead to traffic on the link exceeding either the 
limit value or the further limit value (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 12, Rawlins teaches performing a further authorization check, 
wherein the further authorization check is performed by means of a limit value for the 
entire traffic of the flow routed via the ingress node, and wherein the transmission of the 
group of data packets is not authorized if authorizing the transmission would lead to 
traffic at the ingress node which would exceed the limit value (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; 
fig 4). 

As per claim 13, Rawlins teaches performing a further authorization check, 
wherein the further authorization check is performed by means of a limit value for the 
entire traffic of the flow routed via the egress node, and wherein the transmission of the 
group of data packets is not authorized if the authorization of the transmission would 
lead to traffic exceeding the limit value at the egress node (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 
4). 

As per claim 14, Rawlins teaches performing a further authorization check, 
wherein the further authorization check is performed by means of a limit value for traffic 
routed from the ingress node of the flow to the egress node, and wherein the 
transmission of the group of data packets is not authorized if authorization of the 
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transmission would lead to traffic exceeding the limit value between the ingress node 
and the egress node (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 15, Rawlins teaches a method for restricting traffic in a packet- 
oriented network having a plurality of links, the method comprising: performing an 
authorization check relating to a link for a group of data packets of a flow to be 
transmitted over the network (par 40), wherein the group of data packets leaves the 
network at an egress node (par 40; fig 4), wherein the authorization check is performed 
by means of a limit value for the entire traffic which leaves the network via the egress 
node and is routed via the link (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67; fig 4). 

As per claim 16, Rawlins teaches wherein the transmission of the group of data 
packets is not authorized if the authorization of the transmission would lead to traffic 
exceeding the limit value on the link (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 17, Rawlins teaches wherein two authorization checks relating to 
the link are performed (par 40), wherein a first authorization check corresponding to 
claim 15 is performed (par 40), wherein a second authorization check is performed in 
which for the group of data packets of the flow to be transmitted over the network an 
authorization check relating to the link is performed (par 40), wherein the group of data 
packets enters the network at an ingress node (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4), the 
authorization check is performed by means of a further limit value for the entire traffic 
which enters at the ingress node and is routed via the link (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 
4), and wherein the transmission of the group of data packets is not authorized if an 
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authorization of the transmission would lead to traffic on the link exceeding either the 
limit value or the further limit value (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 18, Rawlins teaches wherein the method is performed for all links 
(pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 19, Rawlins teaches wherein the method is performed for all links 
(pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 20, Rawlins teaches further comprising performing a further 
authorization check, wherein the further authorization check is performed by means of a 
limit value for the entire traffic of the flow routed via the ingress node, and wherein the 
transmission of the group of data packets is not authorized if authorizing the 
transmission would lead to traffic at the ingress node which would exceed the limit value 
(pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 21, Rawlins teaches performing a further authorization check, 
wherein the further authorization check is performed by means of a limit value for the 
entire traffic of the flow routed via the egress node, and wherein the transmission of the 
group of data packets is not authorized if the authorization of the transmission would 
lead to traffic exceeding the limit value at the egress node (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 
4). 

As per claim 22, Rawlins teaches performing a further authorization check, 
wherein the further authorization check is performed by means of a limit value for traffic 
routed from the ingress node of the flow to the egress node, and wherein the 
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transmission of the group of data packets is not authorized if authorization of the 
transmission would lead to traffic exceeding the limit value between the ingress node 
and the egress node (pars 40, 58-59, 66-67, 72; fig 4). 

As per claim 23, Rawlins teaches a marginal node comprising means for 
executing a method in accordance with claim 15 (pars 58-59, 64, 166 "edge routers"; fig 
4). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tamara Teslovich whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-4241 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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